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We should have an up-or-down vote, a 

basic exercise of Congress’s responsi-
bility. We have offered to the Repub-
licans an opportunity to vote not only 
on the measure that passed the House 
today but on an alternative offered by 
Senator MCCAIN, who is asking we in-
crease the troops who will be involved. 

I have read many things about this 
war. Some of them I think are ex-
tremely insightful; some of them are 
troubling. Yesterday in the Wash-
ington Post, there was an article which 
laid out what was expected to happen 
in Iraq and never occurred. 

When GEN Tommy Franks and his 
top officers got together in August 2002 
to review the invasion plan for Iraq, 
they reflected on what would likely 
occur. By their estimate today, we 
would have 5,000 American soldiers left 
in that theater. Instead, we have over 
130,000 and a President wanting to in-
crease that number by 20,000 or 40,000 
more. It shows that the planning and 
vision of the people who scheduled this 
invasion was seriously flawed. 

I joined 22 others on the floor of the 
Senate voting against the authoriza-
tion for this war. I felt at the time that 
the American people had been de-
ceived—deceived about weapons of 
mass destruction that did not exist, de-
ceived about connections with al-Qaida 
terrorists and 9/11, which did not exist, 
deceived about nuclear weapons and 
mushroom clouds when there was no 
threat. 

That deception that occurred in the 
fear and panic that still followed 9/11 
led many of my colleagues to vote for 
this war. I was not one of them. But 
then came the time when I was chal-
lenged, and others, as to whether we 
would vote for the money to wage the 
war. I stopped and reflected and said if 
my son or my daughter was in uniform, 
I would want them to have everything 
they need to come home safely, even if 
I think this policy is wrong. 

These soldiers, sailors, marines, and 
airmen didn’t write this policy. It was 
written in the Pentagon and the White 
House. They were sent into battle with 
the battle plans that were handed to 
them, not battle plans that they wrote. 
They deserve a lot better. They deserve 
to come home. If they are going to war, 
they deserve the equipment they need. 
They deserve leadership in the White 
House and in Congress that is sensitive 
to their bravery and responds with real 
caring for their future. 

f 

DARFUR 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to come to the floor, as I have 
done many times before, to speak on 
the crisis in Darfur, Sudan. I keep com-
ing because at the very least, I want to 
do that, to keep speaking out. But this 
Senator, this Congress, this country, 
and the world must all do more. None 
of us have done enough. 

Last fall, U.S. Special Envoy to 
Darfur Andrew Natsios declared that 
on January 1, 2007, the United States 

would launch a forceful ‘‘plan B,’’ as he 
called it, if Sudan did not accept the 
joint United Nations-African Union 
peacekeeping mission that is des-
perately needed in Darfur. As described 
in the Washington Post, plan B was to 
include aggressive economic measures 
against Sudan. 

Today is February 16. There are only 
a handful of U.N. peacekeepers in 
Darfur. Still no sign of plan B, other 
than four U.S. Army colonels who have 
been stationed along the Chad-Sudan 
border. 

Last week, according to a student 
publication at Georgetown University 
and other news sources, Ambassador 
Andrew Natsios told a student audi-
ence that genocide was no longer tak-
ing place in Darfur. He was quoted as 
saying: 

The term genocide is counter to the facts 
of what is really occurring in Darfur. 

I understand it is possible to get en-
tangled in words and semantics in the 
definition of ‘‘genocide,’’ but I was 
truly surprised to read this statement 
from Ambassador Natsios. 

On December 10, not that long ago, 
the White House released a statement 
headlined in part, ‘‘President Bush Ap-
palled by Genocide in Darfur.’’ 

The President’s statement continued: 
Our Nation is appalled by the genocide in 

Darfur, which has led to the spread of fight-
ing and hostility in the Republic of Chad and 
the Central African Republic. 

Nothing that I have seen or been told 
convinces me that conditions in Darfur 
are significantly better today than 
they were on December 10 when Presi-
dent Bush reconfirmed the ongoing 
horror of genocide. I can only assume 
the President was troubled by the Spe-
cial Envoy’s statement as well. 

The State Department has since 
sought to clarify these remarks and 
stated that it remains the administra-
tion’s position that the situation in 
Darfur is genocide. The State Depart-
ment explained that the Special Envoy 
was referring to the fact that death 
rates are lower now, but the conditions 
could escalate. 

I would argue that they are already 
escalating. People continue to be mur-
dered and villages have been attacked 
by air. Humanitarian aid workers have 
come under special assault recently. 
These brave men and women, unarmed, 
working for the poorest people on 
Earth, have been subjected to beatings, 
rape, and arrests. 

These concentrated attacks threaten 
the people of Darfur who depend on 
thin relief lines for survival. If the re-
lief workers are forced to withdraw and 
these lines are severed, hundreds of 
thousands of lives will be in jeopardy. 

Recently, along with Senator 
COBURN, I held the first hearing of the 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Human 
Rights and the Law. The focus of the 
hearing was genocide and the rule of 
law. Before this hearing, we noted that 
the United States was a late signatory 
to the treaty on genocide. One of our 
predecessors in the Senate, Senator 

William Proxmire of Wisconsin, lit-
erally came to the floor of the Senate 
every day it was in session for years to 
convince the Senate to ratify this trea-
ty. Finally, it happened. We focused on 
that treaty and the rule of law. 

Given the ongoing crisis in Darfur 
and our own ineffectual attempts to 
halt the killing, I felt that should be 
the first topic of this new sub-
committee. 

The witnesses who came before us in-
cluded the Canadian general, former 
U.N. general, and now Senator in Can-
ada, Romeo Dallaire. 

In 1994, General Dallaire commanded 
a small U.N. force in Rwanda. When 
the first wave of murders began, Gen-
eral Dallaire called for 5,000 troops— 
5,000 troops—to halt the killing. 

My predecessor, my mentor, Senator 
Paul Simon of Illinois, along with Sen-
ator Jim Jeffords from Vermont, of the 
opposite party, both came together and 
called on President Clinton to help. 
Sadly, the Clinton administration did 
not. In fairness, they have acknowl-
edged it was the most serious foreign 
policy mistake of their years in Wash-
ington. 

General Dallaire did not receive the 
reinforcements. Instead, this tiny force 
of 2,500 was reduced. His country start-
ed withdrawing their soldiers from the 
U.N. force until there were only 450 left 
on the ground. They couldn’t deal with 
the slaughter that followed. It is esti-
mated that over 800,000 people were 
murdered in a very short period of 
time. 

In Darfur, the African Union has 
tried to stop the killing, but after 4 
years, U.N. peacekeeping forces have 
not even reached the level of 450. In his 
statement for the subcommittee hear-
ing on genocide, General Dallaire said 
this of Darfur: 

I have on occasion considered bringing a 
flak jacket I wore during the Rwandan geno-
cide—a jacket that was blood-soaked from 
carrying a 12-year-old girl who had been mu-
tilated and repeatedly raped—into the [Cana-
dian] Senate chamber and throwing it in the 
middle of the room. Maybe this would finally 
capture the attention of the political elite in 
a way words fail to do. Maybe it would fi-
nally bring home the point that human 
rights are not only for those who have the 
money to buy and sustain [them]; they are 
the privilege and the right of every human 
being. 

Mr. President, we must do more in 
Darfur. The United States must work 
through the United Nations and with 
other countries of influence to compel 
the Khartoum Government to accept a 
peacekeeping mission, and we must 
help provide the resources to make 
that possible. 

Here at home we can do more as well. 
I am a strong supporter of divestment. 
I served in the House of Representa-
tives during apartheid in South Africa 
when we tried everything in our power 
to stop the racist government. We sug-
gested divestment. Many said it would 
be worthless; it wouldn’t have an im-
pact. But I think it was a positive 
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thing, and I am glad that we moved 
forward. 

We need to do the same in Sudan 
today. Millions of Americans are un-
knowingly investing in companies that 
do business in support of the Khartoum 
Government. I know because I was one 
of them. I discovered that fact when a 
reporter, who researched my publicly 
disclosed investments—not a massive 
portfolio, I might add—told me one of 
the mutual funds I owned included the 
stock of a company doing business in 
Sudan. I immediately sold it. But that 
reporter’s question was a powerful 
wake-up call for me. 

A growing number of States, led by 
my home State of Illinois and State 
Senator Jacqueline Collins, a real lead-
er on this issue, and a growing number 
of colleges and universities, including 
Northwestern University—and I par-
ticularly salute President Henry 
Bienen—have taken steps to address 
this issue of investing in Sudan. Some 
have sought to fully divest pension 
funds and endowments, others have 
adopted more targeted measures to re-
strict investments in the largest com-
panies operating in Sudan. 

I salute these efforts, and I plan to 
introduce legislation to help provide 
Federal support for these efforts as 
well. 

Our subcommittee’s genocide hearing 
also identified a serious loophole in 
Federal antigenocide law that Congress 
needs to close. Genocide is a Federal 
crime, but under the law, as currently 
written, only genocide that takes place 
in the United States or is committed 
by a U.S. national can be punished by 
our courts. Federal investigators have 
identified war criminals who were in-
volved in the Rwandan genocide and 
the Srebrenica massacres who have 
found safe haven in our country. These 
are people perpetrating genocide in 
other places on Earth now safely 
ensconced in the United States. But be-
cause they are not U.S. nationals, be-
cause the genocide didn’t occur within 
our borders, we cannot, under our cur-
rent law, prosecute them. 

The Justice Department has been un-
able to prosecute these individuals, and 
we need to take another look at it. Let 
me give an example: Salah Abdallah 
Gosh is the head of security of the Su-
danese government. He reportedly has 
played a key role in the government’s 
genocidal campaign in Darfur. In the 
year 2005, Mr. Gosh came to Wash-
ington to meet with senior administra-
tion officials. Under current law, the 
Justice Department could not arrest 
him for the crime of genocide. 

I am developing legislation that 
closes this loophole, giving Federal 
prosecutors the tools they need to 
prosecute individuals who have com-
mitted genocide that are found in the 
United States. No one guilty of geno-
cide should ever view the United States 
as a safe haven. 

This change in the law would simply 
bring the antigenocide statute into line 
with a lot of other Federal laws that 

cover crimes committed outside the 
United States, including torture, pi-
racy, material support to terrorists, 
terrorism financing, and the taking of 
hostages. Genocide should be subject to 
the same basic penalties. 

I hope these initiatives will be bipar-
tisan, as much of the Congresses work 
on Darfur has been. These steps I have 
mentioned will not stop the killing in 
Darfur, but they will add to our arsenal 
of weapons against genocide. We should 
do far more to deal with these dan-
gerous situations, more to prevent 
mass atrocities from occurring, more 
to stop crimes against humanity once 
they begin, and more to help those who 
have been victimized, punishing the 
perpetrators. 

Eleanor Roosevelt once asked: 
‘‘Where do universal human rights 
begin?’’ And she answered: ‘‘They begin 
in small places, close to home. So close 
and so small that they cannot be seen 
on any maps of the world. Yet they are 
the world of the individual person; the 
neighborhood he lives in; the school or 
college he attends; the factory, the 
farm, or office where he works.’’ 

I believe the means to stopping geno-
cide in Darfur begins with each of us, 
and so does the responsibility. 

I will close with one observation. As 
a student at Georgetown University 
many years ago, I had an outstanding 
government professor named Jan 
Karski. Professor Karski had been in-
volved in the Polish underground dur-
ing World War II. He was a brave man 
who risked his life fighting the Nazis. 
He learned of the Holocaust, came to 
the United States, barely speaking 
English, trying to find people in Wash-
ington who would listen and who could 
understand that hundreds of thousands 
of innocent people were being killed. 
He couldn’t find an audience with those 
who could make a difference. 

I thought about that course, and I 
thought about the course of history, 
how the Holocaust unfolded during 
World War II and at least 6 million 
died, maybe many more, and nothing 
happened. And I wondered, despite all 
that time and all that notice, why 
couldn’t they do something? 

Now I know. 
It has been 4 years since we declared 

a genocide in Darfur. People continue 
to be murdered on our watch. I hope 
my colleagues in the Senate on both 
sides of the aisle will join me not only 
in these efforts but efforts they believe 
will move us toward a day when there 
is peace in this region of the world. We 
have a responsibility to do that to 
these people and to the cause of hu-
manity. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

VOTING RIGHTS ACT 
REAUTHORIZATION 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, it 
gives me great pleasure to come before 
the Senate today to speak on legisla-
tion that the Senate passed last night, 
S. 188. 

Just last month, I introduced S. 188 
with Senators REID, LEAHY, FEINSTEIN, 
BOXER, and MENENDEZ. This straight-
forward measure would incorporate 
César E. Chávez—a truly remarkable 
civil rights leader and American—into 
the title of the reauthorization of the 
Voting Rights Act passed last year. 

César Chávez is an American hero. 
Like the venerable American leaders 
who are now associated with this ef-
fort, he sacrificed his life to empower 
the most vulnerable in America. For 
this reason, he continues to be an im-
portant part of our country’s journey 
on the path to a more inclusive Amer-
ica. César Chávez believed strongly in 
our American democracy and saw the 
right to vote as a fundamental corner-
stone of our freedom. I believe it is fit-
ting that his name be a part of the re-
authorization of the Voting Rights 
Act. 

I would like to thank Senator LEAHY, 
chairman of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, for his support. I sincerely ap-
preciate his efforts to quickly steer S. 
188 through his committee. I enthu-
siastically supported last year’s Voting 
Rights Act reauthorization. I firmly 
believe that this landmark civil rights 
legislation has opened the door for mil-
lions of Hispanic Americans to fully ex-
ercise their right to participate in our 
democracy. 

Adding César E. Chávez’s name sends 
an important message to Hispanic 
Americans. It signals to the Nation’s 40 
million Hispanics that the Voting 
Rights Act has been reauthorized with 
their interest and constitutional rights 
in mind. During the Judiciary Commit-
tee’s consideration of S. 188, Senator 
LEAHY offered an amendment that in-
corporated another important Amer-
ican leader. His amendment to add Wil-
liam C. Velásquez to the title of the 
Voting Rights Act reauthorization bill 
has my strong and unequivocal sup-
port. 

In 1974, Mr. Velásquez founded the 
Southwest Voter Registration Edu-
cation Project, SVREP. Using his pow-
erful slogan—Su Voto es Su Voz or 
your vote is your voice—he energized 
the Hispanic community and registered 
many to vote. Mr. Velásquez envi-
sioned a time when Latinos would play 
an important role in the American 
democratic process. When SVREP was 
established, there were only 1,566 
Latino elected officials. Today, there 
are over 6,000 Hispanics elected to 
local, State, and Federal office, includ-
ing 3 U.S. Senators and 23 U.S. Rep-
resentatives. Like César E. Chávez, Mr. 
Velásquez did not live to see the re-
markable progress our country has 
made. He passed away in 1988 from kid-
ney cancer. However, I am sure he is 
looking down on this body with joy and 
pride. 
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